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Abstract
This paper reports the comparison of swapping algorithms and some program behaviors

under a paging environment. We developed the address trace system called PATTERN which
executes interpretively any program under HITAC 5020 Time Sharing System instruction by
instruction, recording instruction code, instruction address and operand address for each instruc-
tion on the magnetic tape.

Some typical programs under HITAC 5020 TSS were traced using PATTERN. Some swapping
algorithms were simulated using FORTRAN. We used those address trace tapes which are
the outputs from PATTERN as inputs to the simulation, and found the relation among the
mean step between page fault, memory size, page size and swapping algorithm.

We also found, based on the address trace tapes, the causal relation between the pages used

in the past and those used in the future, which will give a useful information for pre-paging.
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el L eda e 1n M & Ay Pz W1
EBHBEIhD, BRINCETILRS, ExE)Y

HO7FLraidisLTohid, 203 LTINS,
7 FLRY, 20RAEYARDT FLRICHELTY
FEAIIR, 2RAE YD OEXE ) ADFEROER
Wt bh3. CDEXOEHI, 0S8 M1iE5. T
b, ETFLRB2RAEVICHEL T L E
i, b ZAMBRETS.

0S i3, 2A=)DOMELENLEEZATLTS
vy 2 (R=YLEHEINB) 2EAE JICEET 55,
CDEx, FAEIVRICHER—IBEINE, EA
EYVHROTIDODR—JE2RA T VILBVIEIL
BRI SID. OB, BNIETRE—IBRO
TS Y XLBHEETHB.

F7z, EEOMATHER—Y « 4 XOHETH
3. R—= e ZDNSNE, Ty EVS T —T
N HBETFVALETFLVADOHISEBTE7—7
W) BRELEY, F, =Y T x—nb (ET
FLam2ks e ) icdisd 288) ORLHEKRT 5.
RFie, == F A XPKREVE, R—-IOFERAER
(R—UREATYVRICRAT T+ 4 YERTH D, R
Ty TYFXNBETOEDOR~COBREE )
RETT2EELNS.

DL, HITACS5020 24 A =7 ) ¥
Y25 A (5020 TSS) D& ETEHET BN DDDT
0/ 5 ADETREOT FLABELD, ThitdL
FINT, WEDOHDRT y BV« 7T Y XL0F)
BOPEE, R~ AR, FAEY) - FAIRE
H85 A =2 E LTI - 1RERICOVTHET 5.
%12, 7075 ADT FLAGHEZEYERELITY -
Fo &%, ZORALOBIICERALTOI-VL,
2 ORRICHATEIR—VO—HEERDTH
7. Chi3, pre-paging RfFHOIHALE, AR
HHRTHSY.
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70/ 5 AOEFHROT FLABEERD, TOK
BARKT—FICREKET Y RF LEHERL. O
v 25 »%, PATTERN (Program Address Trace
patTERN) &0F 3.

PATTERN ¢ X bEDHKA B 707 5 43, 5020
TSS Tl 3EED S0 7 4 THB. BIFTOX
Hrdr7rus 5 s%k 5020 TSS FCEHET 270
5 MCRATEDR, E0b, €S AVYTF—Yay, R
— U VIBHAETA VAT ATHE D, TDBLE

oo o Feb. 1972
TEETE S 0S5 A, YRS EAEY - H A X

AERLTOOLNTE ST, 707 5 AOBRMBEA
Y - HAXOEBESIFBHTEN, LIROEHEL v
< >TH5. 5020 TSS FCEHEST B/ m I 5 413,
YV b5 Y EPERRE-TED, Fay—Y+ &7
— 2 HHVIIELREBRICR, BleDEs A Y HE
DYToHh, FOY—~Yy kS AV, TS T
LOEFICEL, [LOEES D P, Chid 5020
TSS TCEEdT 570l 5 LOBBETHS.
PATTERN 2@ &KLY, BRTF—71%
B0 FRF v 7OT FLVABBMSKRWTE 5. &
H45OME T —7 EORKE, Fig. 1 KRT. B
5 —7O®RX I3, FORTRAN TUEERETH 5.
PATTERN R 38, AN/ €5 4—2ICED, ~
PFoXS5icHhREHETE 5.
(1) W opDIEELIES AV DT FLRE
17
(2) OS #2307 F v AHEF
(3) 2—+.7Fus 3 AE007 FVREF
(4) AITHEDOT ¥ L AHH
BETH5.
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Procedure Base Register |Sequential Control Countere

Single
Instruction
SR

5 A

Double
Instruction

Sz l;

Sa ls

s A

a: Bit of indirect addressing for the first operand

B: Bit of indirect addressing for the second operand g
(51, 11)=(operand segment, location)

(53, {)=(indirect segment, location)

(s, Is)=(second operand segment, location)

(s4, Li)=(second indirect segment, location) \J

Fig. 1 Output format of PATTERN for each
instruction.
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BIFOMRETZ 70l 563, HEHELDHOD
2EEL, Fhoneke LT, TSS Fiekids 7o
75 L ARELTVERDTHETENETLL.

AEDHIFTHERE LT s 5 13, BIED 5020
TSS TREMEZEZOSNIUTOHEOEEATL.

BOBDITONWTHBSHIIENZ 5.

(1) BASIC [c&kZavni4an

BASIC |3 5020 TSS kB 2REMULFENEE
THbB. A7V AVENa v VERELED,

N4
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127y FDY =R« FOSFLTETI V840D
ETEh 3.

FERLIc 7075 a3, FERAERERRITHY
75 LTHD, 663 RAFy DY —R + AF—FAY
PRSI, Y—ARTu ST AR, TTRT AN
VAT AMIBEINTNES. a4 vOBRREHRK
F—iCR LI A VNI NRELRRRAT v 7
¥i2, 549,104 25 » FTHB. EfL7 2 ¥V MR,
Fay—Vy w7 AV AME, BOEDICHIS
Lichem7—4 - 2 # v+ (IDS: Internal Data
Segment L0E3) HS4MH, ZNPADF—% -2 X
VID2HETHE. BRF v THDS DB, 623,272 R
F oy I VL SEKEKD LS A Y PHNTORETH
5.
>o s 5 ABEKLD, 12,0002 7 v AR
5, HLLR—YERIEHEREICIV->TNS. £
NPl ERINAF LV A—-Y ], WTFhb T —
B R=UTHD, V=R TS 7 LEREHTH,
ATVl b FOSTLERERTRDICHELR
BF—4 « R=IThH5. :

(2) PLAW [£&kBavnqi

PL/IW |3, v 27T ASEE LTHREI M.
PLl D47y b kD5 PLAW 2 v,¥4 35
B, V=R 70l 3sk2yV - AVFRVYF/E
NOECERTE 7 A X1, PREEAT V=7
FeTOS S ARERTET 24X 25185, 5020
TSS T, PLAAW %2l o¥53 &, # 220~250
— v (256 /~—V) BREIhB. 3 v VERFT
T3 L, B, BECLS AV IBFAINE. SO
YTy ek A Y MIIBETH YD, IDS RO
BpDF —% « 7 AV MIBETH 5.

ATRICRBATIZY —R - 05 ald, YRT L.
SOl 5 AD—IPTHD €/ AV FHEE 2O
EBETa—nTHD, WRF» FHSIE5E. BT
—7 LD 7 FURAEERE LTIE, BRORITOBIT,
—o—2DF 05 LIIBENERTH 23 IBHEE
LWeEEZ, 724X1KEdE2EHLL. 721X1
KE LR 7 v 78I, 356,172 257 v I THD

a4 5 LD 58927, 0002 7 » 7 E TREH
RETHY, XFA—F2DELVTH, G, F—4b-
F—TNADBRE, —F, HALBEBDr —2 T
— S~ DEE L EHF I hh 3. 27,000~130, 000
25 7T, PROCEDURE %, DECLARE X®2
v DTN TS, 130,000 2 F v TLIEE,

D2 F— bR VDI VRLANTIEDRTY
%. DECLARE XPISADRF— A Y }id, 69 27
v 7T ThH5.

(3) CONCISE [c&B¥Zalb—vary-.-7n

45 LOET

CONCISE |3, 5020 TSS FCH/ET 3LEMERE
“%%. CONCISE 2 v,¥4 513, 1fTOoVv—R 7
VLSS LEEREDTCEIL, AVI YA YENE,
polish list AW 7 w7 5 222 DL, ZEh%EH
RUBHLEFTLTOL. EREMOHESFIRTS
3C&, Vial—¥YaYOlHOBEERKATHS
TEMEOEHEETHS.

BRESA VML, Fav—Yy - w74V PHE6
fH, ¥—& -7 AV IWBTE (556 @i IDS) T
%%. %7z, CONCISE Af&kD7ov—Y + DREX
13, 2,700 X5 5 P TH5.

AEOERF 0 5413, Yialb—Ya YENR
S TWBEDTHB. R—I VT« =Y V/ICBOT
Fos 5 aDR—URBROHREEZ, £4€Y -
W$AZ, ATy EVS  TATY XLEPZT, V3
al—Ya VEEFLTWE., V=R -7as 74
025y F 515 7TELABBOERAT v 7
13, 514,972 25 » 7 TH5B. FLNR—IVERLD
B0, 100,000 X5 » 7 < HVETT, ThIER
HLNR—IVERIFAE L.

(4) EHEZEXSSHE—EIGEN

Foy—Y D EREDSO Fu s AL
<, F—2BRBLOT ST LELT, WFTHO
BEGiH, BEH~7 + i, JACOBL itk hRHB T
05 nARR LI DA LEEIEL, JEdA
WHEONKEIL, BAOSOHSTNEHIDOTREEL, &
WAL TR > TV D, ATIOTTADERIBRD LS
wlte. ABELT, o B, 7 2525, a 3HAE
RTTRTHELY. FEHHEHRR 0, ) O—REEK
LLTEDS. T BARORTETHB. THIUSMHK
BHEMEO 25X 5.

AFEOBETIZ, SORTOTFZERY K->, FF
ﬁifﬂ%%ottﬁ&ﬁf—fi@éxivfﬁm,
195,297 25 v 7 TH 5.

FHLIN— I DERDH BDIZ, 85,0027 5 S &
T, #hDEIE, &< HFLnR—YRBERINIED.
FolAkERRE LIz DDA LHEIKROL-THH
BEH L~ —oERid. Tablel i, PIEEDD
RB7TY 5 ALDONTD, 2ETAT v 78, BRS



84 L

Table 1 Programs to be analyzed.

number of program
segments used steps

f (on Mag.
Tape)

page | program size (page)
size R o
(word)

proc. | data [ sum | proc. data ’ sum

64| 44| 547 591
BASIC 256 | 15| 143| 158| 5 8 | 13 | 549,105
1,024 7| 43 ‘ 50

641 148 | 194 | 342
PL/IW 256 47 70 117 12 19 31 356,173
1,024 18 38 56

64| 56| 67] 123
CON- 256 16| 25| 41| 6| 7| 13| 514972
1,024| 8| 12| 20

[ 6a] 16| 171] 187
EIGEN | 256| 6| 47| 53| 5 | 5 | 10 | 195,29
Lo24| 5| 16| 21

NRER—IHREDF—42% L5 LTHL.

4. RTyEVY - 7INTYUXLDOHE

RO SORIT I 0 s 5 2 2W4BELT,

27w YT e THTY X L

Exe) 44X

R=T e A X
EI YV e R=T T2 — W EHDERRTF v S
DHEFEAERD . RTy VS TAT )X L%,
FORTRAN ZHWT¥Iav—tL, &S0
5 LDT FUREBREATIET .

75 AT, =Y - 7~ M SEURE,
FAEVARBER—-IBEETIE, TTiCEKRS
NIR=VEFELH L, HER=-IDPRNEZI,
TTREAEVHCEETE2—YDI 5D TIH
%, 2RAEVBNIEIBTHREESL0D, €0
~_R—IRROF, (swapping algorithm) & LT, Bl
Tom@Eh ZRA L.

(1) FIFO (First In First Out)

BN E 2 ) KBRORFEL TS R=Y,
THbL, EAT)ADR~ID DL, BRIFICRY
WEALENLR—TE2RT 97 TU T 5.

(2) LRU (Least Recently Used)

27y 7 TYNDOREVE U EELoBEEED
T, BficgEdb@EOvARIcBRIh B0l
RBBRINTVEY) R~Y%2R7 977U T 3.

(3) RANDOM

FXEVADR—V %S VLA LICERLT, X7y
77U M5

(4) OPTIMUM®

ATy T T T ELEDODBHED SNRER

i i Feb. 1972

DL E, BEF AR VALEETHR—-VDH B,
BOBEVIIREITREINLNR—=VEZRY v F - T
v L7 3.

7e12L, (1), (3) OHE, REETHORS, b
203, BEEADORESMBBRBLTNEARS VY
EEUR=VL, X797 - TU FOURLSKL.

UEDTVT ) X6 %EHTHEE, AUy T T
U MIBRIR=ITDFNED. LT, X7y
7o 4 VIFERICIE U T (on demand) 522 ic 1 R—
JIFOTH 5.

OPTIMUM i, X7 47+ 7Y b FRER—-ID
BRDIDIC, FROF v "5 LOB & 1B 254
ZHOZ0T, BRKRERRTETHZ05, Fo
5 LDT FLREHID S LDOBR T —7 LITKn
IhTvhid, #htdviab—rLTAHBTEERT
#TH5. OPTIMUM 5 DRI3, HHTIAEMHE
ThHD, TOHEREEBFMELMDI>OT AT Y X
LDFRERE LR L TH S ERBKEN.

R . Y4 R, 1635, 645, 2563E, 1,024
D4 BELBITOXNRE Lz (16 EOBAIIEROH
ATHEET D).

Fxe)OAkEIIE, EX-Y - FAIXZHLT,
2R—I MY, 2OREFXIAHT,

BT a5 ADBRR— O <20 —v
EZHRTAEND i KDV TE T 7. $7, =
= e F—TNOEBIIER LTI,

$HE A Fig. 2 iR, 72 T#D msbf (mean step
between page fault) {2, <—Y - 73— FOE
27 v 7ROV THS. HlhicEA=Y) - 44X
LD, R EVT e TNTY XA, R—=Y -S4
XAENG 2 —& L L7, Fig. 2 T3, HEOHAICL
D, R—Y . 44 X256 BEBOEADAEL BT

msbf {2, EAXEY DS ITNICIE > BEE S D
T FUVREMBRDR 57 v A&k, £OMOR—Y - 7 5
— W FOBTHRLUIBDELTRD:. Thi, £X
EYBNSENVICKEBZETIE, A7 97 TUMYE
XIRNDT, ZOEBERLSIHTHS. #1250
T msbf 23 kB &, REAEY - 4 XL, M
HENZET 707 5407 FLAHHOR 7 » 7
MEIZ-TL 3. B v/ 5 L D8E (Bic, HL
NWR—IDERIZ L) BEEREBE >T0hE, £
DEERDIOY, EERETENEDT DI LN
W, ZCT, REBINT 0T L2ITD0T, ZDEEN
EFIRBICIE > T2 ARY, TOTRE, EX

-
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5000} swapping algorithm
=
oo FIF Z rogram size
| o — — RANDOM P e 4 ooalk
4,000 e OPTIMUM ' pages 4000
/
3000F / 30001
= | [/
73 ; o
£ 2000r ; 7% = 2,000-
I/ :
1000k | 1,000
0 e - I | 1 i ) = =
2 4 8 16 32 64 128 8 16 32 84 128
memory size (page) memory size (page)
(a) program : BASIC (b)Y program : PL/IW
page size * 256 words page size® 256 words
‘ 1,000 .
! f! 41 pages f
400 i | 7|53 pages
’ w
3,000 ; p‘ g/ |
| o )x / |
P : © 500 /é/
£ 20008 | & g
1,000
»
0 0 | :

—
8 16 32 64
memory size (page)

(c) program : CONCISE
page size * 256words

2 4 8 6 32 6
memory size (page)

(d) program : EIGEN
page size : 256 words

Fig. 2 msbf (mean step between page fault) vs. memory size, page size and swapping algorithm,

Y MO S ITDVICIE DR EORREIICBZVIE D &,
T F LV REER D S msbf 2R 2B ORIERIRS &
U#:. Fig. 2 OEREBRILTH 5.

(1) EXEY - 4 L& msbf DOBARK

msbf 3, ExEY « R=VEBHE—EFOLED
EZ2CZ 2 ERERKEL LTS, BEhds, 20
REROEMBRr —VTHBLEEERLTHED
TH5.

virtual memory FRBICHE LT, FOBEDOER
Y BENIPRBIOIE, —IEDOEEELTEA
EotksRA, Table2 [TRd. <—Y - 44 X 256
BPADBAICOVTH LS L. RMEELLEHDE
FHLTOROL, HEOxLAbHo0D, ¥H

EHOMALVREENVETHS.

Table 2 © BASIC OEAD bfv 2/NEVDIL,
BT 0 5608, V=R RF—bA D Vs
ANELRDBROV~FTLOMHILTED, £0D7
CRERINETF—4 « =Y OEBEHENTT /20
Tbhb.

7o/ 5 DR GER L KERGAENMTE, 5
o5 LARETTEE, €O 0S5 ANBECE
KUT_— T DF50% H3F 4 € Y iKELE T NIT, msbf
BOEDRENENZESE. COEMIZ, A7y VS
TuT ) XADODALLIDL LY, KE—ELTWH
5.

Table 2 2423 &, VWE—D0HRILKSL. BA.
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Table 2 Memory size required for making
msbf large.

¢;: memory size

a: ¢, at which gi(;nisbf) becomes large.

s

b: ¢, at which msbf is enough large.

: program
p?seorsxze size: v a b a/v b/v
(page)
64 314 | 32 t 64 | 0.10 | 0.20
BASIC 256 88 l 161 32| 018 | 036
1,024 32 | 8 ’ 16 | 0.25 | 0.50
64 307 j 64 | 256 | 0.20 | 0.83
PLAW 256 110 32 64 | 0.29 | 0.58
1,024 56 16 32 | 0.28 | 0.57
64 123 { 32 64 | 0.26 | 0.52
CONCISE| 256 a4 1 8 32 | 0.20 | 0.78
1,02 20 \ 4 16 | 0.20 | 0.80
Iea | s \ 61 | 128 | 0.34 \ 0. 68
EIGEN l 256 | 53 | 4 32 | 0.08 | 0.60
1,024 21 I 16 ‘ 0.19 } 0.76

SIC, CONCISE, EIGEN DA, ~<— « 44X
MRELBITLIcD-T, bjv DEBKEL ST
W5 GHEBELL-TWS) Diexdl, PLAW ©
BAKKIL, b/v INELE-T03 BIEBELE-
TW3). ZOFERHRBKRDE>ILEZONS.

PL/LW DA, SIEOEs 2V (5B, 7
oy~ %13 12 ) 53, virtual memory FICHBRRX
NTV3EH, &7 FLUIBIEORER, av,ef 35,
FIVRLV—AKEKD RS S P NTOMETHS.
RV ThLIFERICKRE RS2V b THD, TOD
KORBREIB T AV FPNTORIEH LD & X
i, =Y A ZHKET D BEFELL .

Chic LT, BHhD=20841, #7054
THERALTWE 7 4 v IR bha Okkig,
L,024FEDT), #0% 72V FOHWEE TS 5 A
DHEICE K, V- MBEBBILTHY, TOEA
B, 3% ohig, <—Y 34 X 1,024 [35HEHEL
35.

5020 TSS Gi3, =—9 « 44 X256 ETHY, F
7o, R AV IHOY) VIICRBFERBLAFI T
VY7 DFREE->TWVE. &7 0S5 A LBNTHE
FATE2x7 2 v rORIIL{EHTHS. Licdi-
T, BIOELOSEDZ LI XAV EFEED. =Y « H
AZXNRL024FEDHA, THO o FRELE EHR
3L 75 5. Table 2 DRI, ~—Y « 4 X
BREVEXR, ThiTlLzw s * v F OFIARE
FREZLGNZOF RN EERLTVS.

n it Feb. 1972

Table 3 Comparison of swapping algorithm

me- [ msbf .

page
size

(word)‘(

size | A% [ FIFO | LRU | Rfiw 3R/OF/O‘L/O
P28 Ry | o | ) | ©) |

64[ 64 351 920, 920,  984/0.36/0.94/0.94

BASIC | 256 32] 1,700 2,117 4,188 4,188/0.430.51/1. 00

1,024 16 5282 864317, 286[ 17, 286,0. 31,0. 50, 1. 00

64 256 1,079 1,891 2,584 2,645/0.41]0.72/0.98

PL/1W | 256/ 64 1,232 2 076 5,645‘\ 5, 750/0. 21 0. 36/0, 98
1,024 32} 6, 129] 26, 667 26, 667, 29, 792‘0.21 0.89/0.89

64] 64} 1,940[ 2,554 6,315 6,5200.300.39/0.97

CONsg| 256 32 8,906 19,295 28,944 28,9440, 31/0.66/0.66

1, 024‘[ 16}297, 050’297, 050297, 050297, 050! 1. 00/ 1. 00! 1. 00

64 128 396 227|337
EIGEN | 256 32| om| 728 758
1,024 8 1,133 1,386} 2,065

425,0.930. 53{ 0.79
9501 0. 99. 0.77]0. 80
2,1200.530. 65’ 0.97
)0 53,0.65/0. 97

(2) ROwEYY -7 TYXLDOHE
FIFO, LRU, RANDOM 03 i3, LRU A%
b EBTFHEINS.

21 ., oL
AT v a7 TN Y >

A ZBNETETH, KETETCHHFLIALWLD
T, Table 2 D&, H20E, ThLH—>FNOE
AEY A RIEHLT, TATIXLDEEELT
5. HAEA OPTIMUM (#3:. #4.% Table3
ZEED3B.

BARICHE 5 &, FIFO {3 RANDOM iz Kk
LTETTSNTWAEETHS. FAE) - 44X
M BREE A X T, FIFO #5 RANDOM iz thig
LTT e TOB LRI,

EIGEN D#Alciz, RANDOM 2skin & 0 5 £
HRTTW5. EIGEN 2, @EhD=Z2D7 v 54
T sE, F—% - ) TEVAIZAIK, D
HEMFEESE O b2, F & kBT 2 MM
BENT s 5 aTHE. CDLHIETas 5
L, FIFO 3trAADZ &, LRU b0 L
HRAE SN EERLTVS. —fi, xEUE
JRIZKH LTI, BPlicLs 4 ) BRDIZH LS, 7—
2itkZ A VBRI S, 1350050 EENE
GAFZIZBRUI—Y EIPRICEBRTE R~V D —
KENFINE, REEFESHRNENS 22T 3)
%479 5. LRU RINABIFRDOMNT 07 5 AltxdL
TR, TN RARTIZTTHS. Table3 T3
Hhrakaie, PLIAW BT, LRU -
FRE - TNDED, 2L, PLAW IhO=D
KH#ELT, Yuy—Y s DEDRHULENEVEDE
M h .

v

L]

- ‘ﬁ
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(n): nisej.
100
j=’20(4.’]39)
&
= j=40(83,582)
o 50- J .0
j=60(155,021)
0 L 1 1 1
0 5 10 20 40

i (page)
(2) program : BASIC
page size * 256 words

0o

c (%

501

{ (page)
(b) program = PL/IW
page size* 256 words
Fig. 3 The degree of coincidence between the pages used in the past and the pages used in future.

5. BEERAR—U LFRERR— T DBRKY

7ar 5 AOETHEE N DhOBETED, £
IhoBEERMDILEER LT~V L, 7
RICBEATER~VO—HEERDTHI. Thid,
pre-paging Z{TISEA1BE, BHMUFELELS.

s 3LDT7 FLREH %, EThOEZED A
sy Tl i,

(1) su, »OBEZELEHHT, MRU (Most Re-
cently Used) 75, LRU jgteidT, R LTV {
BEOR—U%, pruy, Pray -0 Picy &30 D
% BFE 3, BRLEVROEKT 3.

(2) suy DOWRELHDIE ST, JHLICHER
T3 iBEOR~-V%E, fi, fo..., fi £T5.

(8) sy, D5 fiwy ZBEBTEETD, TFLR
DR 7 v 7%, ey, ET 5.

(4) (py, po,ooey 23), (S S, [3) DO,
HET—HLTVWER—YORHEDHEAEDHE ai
&9 5.

(58) Aw=(aisn) £7T5.

SEIDREITTIE, 4 2087w 5 sdtm@ic,

=5, 10, 20, 40, 60 (HFTDEEDHY)
7=5, 10, 20, 40, 60 ( " )

100F j-5(22)
]
o 501
ol . n .
5 10 20 30 40
{ (page)
(¢) program : CONCISE
page size : 256 words
100r
o 50
120016, 356)
L J ;,AQQAQ%Q\
Q0 s i L 1 -l
0 5 10 20 30 40

i (page)
(d) program : EIGEN
page size : 258 words

say=50, 000, s@ =100,000, s)=150, 000,
sw =200, 000
R—Y - YA =64, 256, 1,024FFICHLT, A
Rl KICEADEHE LT,
4
A=t¥1AU’/4 (EA(¢)=(;aif(l)))

1
éj=ejnlh
t=1

C=A/7 %100

(A=(ai;); Aljx100=(a;,;/j*x100))
=Rt
BT T 075 2D0T, =Y - H4 X, B
U, jAE52—4,L, C% Fig. 3 1tL3L7.
Fig. 3 DTl c 3% (5, 7) KL ai;/jx100 &
LTRDIbDTHS. EEHDHAT, —Y 44
X 2BOEOBEADALLET. RROZAE DA
F%. Fig. 3(b), j=40 &33. 40~~~ 42ERKT
ZETRENITHRT v T, 16,8242 F » I TdH
3. COLE, BRCHERLTNRR—IZOR—Y
FIELTEIIE, FRICERTIOR-IDS>H, §
5% 220hIcE&Ens ZEEZERL TV B, j=
40, i=60 TAH3 &, FPRIKHERT 40—V DS b,
80% < AVBFED 60 R—CIATNTNB L EAER
7.



88 & #
Fig. 3 T, i @M L3L—HEIHEHa k&

BHRLTWS. 075 aEZTIKELIN, HEIA
PIBTHLOR—VERBENE S, o 3100%ic
3. FLOR—YDERBHICHIHATEETS
BAIKE, aidd sEHICIET 3. BASIC O
A, K& jicHLT, —EBEBENDE, Forss5
LEFTICEIF LOR—VEROEENENIHTH
3.
EIGEN DOAD—EEL, I0rO=2icHiEL T
T, 12 x2id, =Y -4 X26F:EThid,
Table 1 X hbhBLkHIC, 53— D virtual me-
mory %3 3. Fig.3 (d) kb, ;=20 DBAK
DNTHBE, i=40 ELTH, —BEIIS5%TH 3.
i=40 DAL, 40/53=0.8 DL, &7 vl 54
BOWBAMBEAEYKFELTCRILb DS
7, —KEIRIERICED. EIGEN RF5snEd 3
7us 5 aThy, FEERNLET - 2BRBFN S0
730 THAB. LRU 7o) Z41L, CZOBORIE
L, DTSR TORNTEERLTNA.

DR

6. © v U

AV F—vay, =V SEELE TS HL
TACS5020 £ 4 LAY 2T Y V2 - VX7 6DdETH
ffd 2EBRD S 0 5 L DETHDLEFTHELDT ¥
VAEERE, BET7 -7 LRIz T 25 4 PAT-
TERN ZBERLI:. BRRTF—715iC, HE0FRF
y DT F LA TE, £hid FORTRAN
THERHETH 5.

5020 TSS FCEfELTWAFu s 54am 5, RE
H313 & D% P>RY, PATTERN Itk h 207 FL
AR RDI. ENERNT, R~V SBETO
a5 AOBHEICET B DD RIS T — &
DK - BT AT -7, bbb,

n i Feb. 1972

(1) EAEY +HAX, R=FS «H A4 X, AT v
vrys e 7a ) Xa & msbf (mean step between
page fault) & OEFHAIDE.

(2) FIFO, LRU, RANDOM, OPTIMUM O
RGy BV e T Y X LD

(83) Fa/' 7 axETthEYIBEATE- &
%, ZhITRFERALTR~—Y &, £hh SNk
WHEAT 3R~V D—HEFEDHE.

RERDNT, ERNSHITREE#HE L.

BT 07 5 LDORE, BENNFA—40D5EH
DEERE, 4RI SICHERATHESLETDH 3.

2 F X ®

1) 2H, fi: “€S A VF—Va v, =TV TH
BAERTEE2ALY=TY VS VA5 LODF
7, FHRLEFIE s 5 I v R
Y ATFRRE, pp. C44~64 (1970).

2) A, &H, BE SR “2RTHEHAERIC
X %3 HITACS5020 TSS O H84”, HHuE,
Vol. 9, No. 6, pp. 317~325 (1968).

3) EfE, 2M: “HITACS5020 TSS DT & iF
W, HHRLEYA OS v Yy A fEE,
pp. 6~36 (1970).

4) Masuda, Yoshizawa, Hirosawa and Takaha-
shi : “System Data and Its Evaluation of Time
Sharing System with Virtual Memory Con-
cept”, Proc. of the MEXICO 1971 Internatio-
nal IEEE Conference, pp. 8~11 (1971).

5) L.A. Belady: “A Study of Replacement Al-
gorithms for a Virtual Storage Computer”,
IBM System Journal, Vol. 5, No. 2, pp. 78
~101 (1966).

6) P.J. Denning: “The Working Set Model for
Program Behavior”, CACM, Vol. 11, No. 5,
pp. 323~333 (1968).
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